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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Data structures not claimed as embodied in computer-readable media are descriptive material per se 
and are not statutory because they are not capable of causing functional change in the computer. See, 
e.g., Warmerdam, 33 F.3d at 1361, 31 USPQ2d at 1760 (claim to a data structure per se held 
nonstatutory). Such claimed data structures do not define any structural and functional 
interrelationships between the data structure and other claimed aspects of the invention which permit 
the data structure's functionality to be realized. See MPEP 2106.01 

2. Claims 13-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claims are directed 
towards non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1-15 claim a "device" that is entirely 
software. One option of putting the entirely software device on a physical thing would be 
to merely clarify the claim preamble for the independent claim 13, and explicitly describe 
that the software of claims 13-22 are executed by a computing device. This would clarify 
that the entirely software claims of 13-22 are not abstract. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

4. Claim 13, 16-25, 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by San Andres et al ("Andres", US 2002/0124082) 
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Claim 13: 

San Andres discloses a first and a second application (figure 3 shows a hierarchical 
resource explorer that allows a user to navigate different applications, further, the 
hierarchy can represent different on-line services or other content entities [abstract] a 
folder having a folder property processed by the first application (each hierarchical 
folder node (i.e., each application represented by a node) has a set of properties that are 
used to launch the particular application service for example [0008]) a folder icon 
representing the folder and displayed via the display mechanism (figure 3 shows how 
each folder node (i.e., each application represented by a node) has a icon) a first 
application link linked to the first application (figure 3 shows how each application has a 
root node link that links to that folder (i.e., the root node links to the properties and 
content for that particular application)) the link displayed via the display mechanism 
(figure 3 shows how the root node link is displayed for each application) 

San Andres further discloses an object having an object property processed by the second 
application (folders have content objects [0084]) an object icon representing the object 
and displayed via the display mechanism (content objects of a folder have an icon 
[0084]) a second application link linked to the second application, the link displayed via 
the display mechanism (figure 3 shows how each application has a root node link that 
links to that folder (i.e., the root node links to the properties and content for that 
particular application)) and a folder selection mechanism for displaying a content of the 
folder (figure 3 shows how each folder node (i.e., each application represented by a 
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node) has a icon) wherein the first application is selected via the fist application link, 
wherein the second application is selected via the second application link (figure 3 shows 
how each application has a root node link that links to that folder (i.e., the root node 
links to the properties and content for that particular application) and wherein the folder 
includes an element selected from the group consisting of a further folder, the object, and 
combinations thereof (folders have content objects [0084]) 

Claim 16: 

San Andres discloses that structured data is structured in the form of a tree structure 

(figure 3 shows a hierarchical tree) 

Claim 17: 

San Andres discloses that a display of the first application link is displayed on a same 
logical level as the folder icon (figure 3 shows how the content link is displayed with an 
icon and the name of the folder) 

Claim 18: 

San Andres discloses that the display of first application link includes an icon (figure 3 
shows how the content link is displayed with an icon and the name of the folder) 



Claim 19: 
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San Andres discloses a display of the first application link is included in the display of 
the folder content (figure 3 shows how the name of the selected application folder is 
displayed along with the contents of the folder (e.g., Categories (US)) 

Claim 20 is similar in scope to claim 15, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
Claim 21: 

San Andres discloses a selection mechanism; and a textual information for the first 
application, wherein the textual information is displayed when the selection mechanism is 
in a proximity of the first link (figure 3 shows how the name of the selected application 
folder is displayed along with the contents of the folder (e.g., Categories (US) when the 
user selects the folder (i.e., is in a proximity to the folder)) 

Claim 22: 

San Andres discloses that the textual information is dependent on the position of a 
display element positioned on a display area of the display mechanism (figure 3 shows 
how the name of the selected application folder is displayed along with the contents of 
the folder (e.g., Categories (US) when the user selects the folder (i.e., is in a proximity to 
the folder)) 

Claim 23 is similar in scope to claim 1, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim 24-25 are similar in scope to claims 16-17, and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 
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Claim 27-29 are similar in scope to claims 21-22, and are therefore rejected under similar 
rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 14, 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over San 
Andres et al ("Andres", US 2002/0124082) in view of Yeung et al. ("Yeung", 7, 171, 
468). 

Claim 14: 

San Andres discloses that each folder node has a set of folder properties (e.g., each node 
can have a property that is used to launch components for that application) [0008], and 
using the Windows Explorer to access the hierarchical content [0080]. San Andres does 
not explicitly disclose that the folder properties are copyable. However, Yeung is 
analogous art that also describes using the Windows Explorer to access hierarchical 
content [figure 18]. It would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention 
to combine San Andres with Yeung, because Yeung discloses that the Windows Explorer 
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allows a user to select and copy a folder [Col 4 57-58] so that a user can paste the item to 
an alternate location using the cut-and-paste tools [figure 60]. 

Claim 26 is similar in scope to claim 14, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 

6. Claims 15, 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over San 
Andres et al ("Andres", US 2002/0124082) in view of Gilkas et al. ("Gilkas", 7, 017, 
121). 

Claim 15: 

San Andres discloses using the Windows 95 Explorer [0080]. San Andres does not 
explicitly disclose that the element is generated during the configuration of an industrial 
automation system. However, Windows is a widely known operating system that can be 
used in a variety of industries, and elements within the Windows Explorer hierarchical 
tree can be applications corresponding to a variety of industries. Gilkas is analogous art 
that also describes using a hierarchical tree in the Windows 95 Explorer [Col 4 49-52]. It 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine San Andres 
with Gilkas, because Gilkas discloses that hierarchical trees like Windows Explorer can 
be used in an industrial automation system [Col 1 7-10], because industrial automation 
applications have specific software components that need to be organized [Col 1 44-46 ]. 

Claim 30 is similar in scope to claim 15, and is therefore rejected under similar rationale. 
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Inquiry 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Erik V. Stitt whose telephone number is (571)270-5064. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-R 9:00 AM - 7:00 PM EST. 

If attempts to reach t xaminer by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Steven Hong can be reached on (571)272-4124. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO 
Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information system, call 
800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



EVS 

/Peng Ke/ 



2/07/2009 



Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2174 



